United States Bvtent and Trademark Ofw-.r 



APPLICATION NO. 



FILING DATE 



10/021,342 



12/12/2001 



7590 



03/17/2003 

David C. Ripma 
Patent Counsel 

Sharp Laboratories of America, Inc. 
5750 NW Pacific Rim Boulevard 
Camas, WA 98607 



FIRST NAMED INVENTOR 



Hirohiko Nishiki 



UNITED STATUS DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

Umt«d Status Patent and Trademark Office 

www.uspto.gov 

| ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. | CONFIRMATION NQ~ 



SLA 0454 



6170 



EXAMINER 



CHOWDHURY, TARIFUR RASHID 



ART UNIT 



PAPER NUMBER 



2871 

DATE MAILED: 03/17/2003 



Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding. 



PTO-90C (Rev. 07-01) 



Office Action Summary 



Application No. 

10/021,342 



Applicant(s) 

NISHIKI, HIROHIKO 



— ~- | Tarifur R Ch owdhury 2871 

Period fo7 IS** ° ATE ° fth,S Sfci on ft. c ver sheet w/ft the LmpSRSS^Li^r 

earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 704(b) communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 

Status 

1)D Responsive to communication(s) filed on 

2a)D This action is FINAL. 2 b)D This action is non-final 

4) |3 Claim(s) U29 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) D Claim(s) is/are rejected. 
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^ DETAILED ACTION 

Election/Restrictions 
1 • This application contains claims directed to the following patentably distinct 
species of the claimed invention: 

Species I: claims 1-8 and 18-29; 

Species II: claims 9-17. 

Applicant is required under 35 U.S.C. 121 to elect a single disclosed species for 
prosecution on the merits to which the claims shall be restricted if no generic claim is 
finally held to be allowable. Currently, no claims are generic. 

Applicant is advised that a reply to this requirement must include an identification 
of the species that is elected consonant with this requirement, and a listing of all claims 
readable thereon, including any claims subsequently added. An argument that a claim 
is allowable or that all claims are generic is considered nonresponsive unless 
accompanied by an election. 

Upon the allowance of a generic claim, applicant will be entitled to consideration 
of claims to additional species which are written in dependent form or otherwise include 
all the limitations of an allowed generic claim as provided by 37 CFR 1.141. if claims 
are added after the election, applicant must indicate which are readable upon the 
elected species. MPEP § 809.02(a). 

Should applicant traverse on the ground that the species are not patentably 
distinct, applicant should submit evidence or identify such evidence now of record 
showing the species to be obvious variants or clearly admit on the record that this is the 
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^ case. In either instance, if the examiner finds one of the inventions unpatentable over 
the prior art, the evidence or admission may be used in a rejection under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) of the other invention. 

Applicant is advised that the reply to this requirement to be complete must 
include an election of the invention to be examined even though the requirement be 
traversed (37 CFR 1.143). 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tarifur R Chowdhury whose telephone number is (703) 
308-41 1 5. The examiner can normally be reached on M-Th (6:30-5:00) Friday Off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, William L Sikes can be reached on (703) 305-4842. The fax phone 
numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are (703) 
746-7005 for regular communications and (703) 308-7724 for After Final 
communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308- 
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